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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment filed on 21 February 2006. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 21 February 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant argues that amended claims 1 , 6, and 1 1 disclose 
restarting a suspended print job automatically according to the recovery of a failure. 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. The examiner fails to see addition of "recovery of the 
failure which occurred on the side of the one device" to claims 1 and 6 as being the 
same as "restarting a suspended print job automatically according to the recovery of the 
failure". The examiner fails to see where in the amended claims the suspended print job 
is restarted automatically. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 4, 6, 89, 11, 14, 16, 29-37, 42 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Nakai et al. (US 6,081 ,342) in view of Abe (US 
6,894,792). 

5. Regarding Claim 1, Nakai et al teach a print processing method for executing 
print processing upon exchanging print information with a device connected via a 
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network, comprising: a step of submitting print information (image data are transferred), 
which has been generated by one device (digital copying machine 92), to another 
device (digital copying machine 93) and starting a first print job (col. 21, lines 62-67, col. 
22, lines 1-18); a detection step of detecting whether a failure (transmission error) has 
occurred on the side of the one device during the submission of the print information 
(takes too long for the digital copying machine 93 to return to image data due to an error 
on the transmission line) (col. 32, lines 15-19); a step of determining to abort (Fig. 31, 
S203) or suspend (Fig. 31, S204) (col. 36, lines 41-64) processing of the first print job, 
which is currently being submitted, in accordance with the detection made in said 
detection step; a step of reporting abort (Fig. 31 , S203) or suspension (Fig. 31 , S204) of 
processing to the other device (digital copying machine 93) which receives the print 
information (col. 36, lines 41-64); a step of aborting the first print job in the other device 
according to receipt of the notice which indicates abort (Fig. 31, S203) (col. 36, lines 41- 
64); a step of suspending the processing of the first print job in the other device 
according to receipt of the notice which indicates suspension (Fig. 31 , S204) (col. 36, 
lines 41-64). 

Nakai et al fail to teach a print processing method comprising: a step of 
processing a second print job which differs from the first print job, after the processing of 
the first print job has been suspended in step of suspending; and a step of resuming 
processing of the first print job according to recovery of the failure which occurred on 
the side of the one device, after the second print job has been processed in said step of 
processing. 
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Abe teaches a print processing method comprising: a step of processing a 
second print job which differs from the first print job, after the processing of the first print 
job has been suspended in step of suspending (subsequent job is processed first); and 
a step of resuming processing of the first print job according to recovery of the failure 
which occurred on the side of the one device, after the second print job has been 
processed in said step of processing (processing of the job is restarted) (col. 9, lines 13- 
42). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Nakai with the teaching of Abe to 
allow a user to process subsequent print jobs due to a transmission failure to make 
efficient use of the copier. 

6. Regarding Claim 4, Nakai et al teach a method wherein in a case where a failure 
(transmission error) that occurred is eliminated at detection performed at said stem for 
detecting (takes too long for the digital copying machine 93 to return the image data due 
to an error on the transmission line) whether a failure (transmission error) has occurred, 
said determining step includes determining to resume processing of the suspended print 
job (Fig. 31, S204) (operator can resume the operation of the digital copying machine 
91) (col. 36, lines 41-64). 

7. Claim 6 is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 . 

8. Claims 9 and 14 are rejected for the same reason as claim 4. 

9. Regarding Claim 11, Nakai et al teach a printing control system, which includes a 
first device and a second device, for executing print processing upon exchanging print 
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information with a device connected via a network, said first deice comprising: means 
for submitting print information (image data are transferred) which has been generated 
by the first device (digital copying machine 92), to the second device (digital copying 
machine 93) and starting a first print job (col. 21, lines 62-67, coL 22, lines 1-18); 
detection means for detecting whether a failure (transmission error) has occurred on the 
side of the first device during the submission of the print information (takes too long for 
the digital copying machine 93 to return to image data due to an error on the 
transmission line) (col. 32, lines 1 5-1 9); means for determining to abort (Fig. 31 , S203) 
or suspend (Fig. 31, S204) (col. 36, lines 41-64) processing of the fist print job, which is 
currently being submitted, in accordance with the detecting made by said detecting 
means; means for reporting abort (Fig. 31, S203) or suspension (Fig. 31, S204) of 
processing to the second device, which receives the print information (col. 36, lines 41- 
64); and said second device comprising: means for aborting the processing of the first 
print job in the other device according to the receipt of the notice which indicates abort 
(Fig. 31 , S203); means for suspending the processing of the first print job in the other 
device according to receipt of the notice which indicates suspension (Fig. 31 , S204) 
(col. 36, lines 41 -64). 

Nakai et al fail to teach a printing control system comprising means for 
processing a second print job which differs from the first print job, after the processing of 
the first print job has been suspended by said suspending means; and means for 
resuming processing of the first print job, after the second job has been processed by 
said processing means. 
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Abe teaches a printing control system comprising means for processing a second 
print job which differs from the first print job, after the processing of the first print job has 
been suspended by said suspending means (subsequent job is processed first); and 
means for resuming processing of the first print job. after the second job has been 
processed by said processing means (processing of the job is restarted) (col. 9, lines 
13-42). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Nakai with the teaching of Abe to 
allow a user to process subsequent print jobs due to a transmission failure to make 
efficient use of the copier. 

10. Regarding Claim 16, Nakai et al teaches a system, wherein devices connected 
via the network include a copier (digital copying machines 91, 92, and 93). 

1 1 . Regarding Claim 29, Nakai et al fail to teach a method, further comprising: a step 
of determining whether a notice which indicates resumption is received, after the 
second print job has been processed; and a step of processing, the first print job in a 
case where the notice is received or a third print job in a case where the notice is not 
received, based on the determination in said step of determining. 

Abe teaches a method, further comprising: a step of determining whether a 
notice which indicates resumption is received, after the second print job has been 
processed (user clicks on restart button); and a step of processing, the first print job in a 
case where the notice is received (processing of the job is restarted) or a third print job 
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in a case where the notice is not received (another subsequent job is processed first), 
based on the determination in said step of determining (col. 9, lines 19-42). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Nakai with the teaching of Abe to 
allow a user to process subsequent print jobs due to a transmission failure to make 
efficient use of the copier. 

12. Regarding Claim 30, Nakai et a! teach a method, wherein said step of 
determining determines to abort or suspend the processing based on information of a 
memory which stores information of the failure to be aborted and the failure to be 
suspended (digital copying machine judges whether the trouble is a minor one or a 
serious one) (col. 36, lines 37-40). 

1 3. Regarding Claim 31 , Nakai et a! fail to teach a method, wherein said step of 
determining determines to abort or suspend the processing based on a user's 
instruction. 

Abe teaches a method, wherein said step of determining determines to abort 
(delete button) or suspend (suspend button) the processing based on a user's 
instruction (col. 9, lines 19-42). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Nakai with the teaching of Abe to 
allow a user to process subsequent print jobs due to a transmission failure to make 
efficient use of the copier. 

14. Claims 32 and 35 are rejected for the same reason as claim 29. 
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15. Claims 33 and 36 are rejected for the same reason as claim 30. 

16. Claims 34 and 37 are rejected for the same reason as claim 31 . 

17. Regarding Claim 42, Nakai et al teach a first printer capable of executing print 
processing of a first print job from a second printer, said first printer comprising: means 
for suspending the print processing of the first print job in said first printer, in a case 
where said first' printer receives notice which indicates suspension of the print 
processing of the first print job and is transmitted from said second printer (Fig. 31, 
S204)(col. 36, lines 41-64). 

Nakai et al fail to teach means for executing print processing of a second print 
job without executing the print processing of the first print job, in a case where said first 
printer receives the notice and the second print job which differs from the first print job 
and is transmitted from said second printer; and means for executing the print 
processing of the first print job after completion of print processing of a second print job 
according to receipt of notice which indicates resumption of the print processing of the 
first print job and is transmitted from said second printer. 

Abe teaches means for executing print processing of a second print job without 
executing the print processing of the first print job, in a case where said first printer 
receives the notice and the second print job which differs from the first print job and is 
transmitted from said second printer (subsequent job is processed first); and means for 
executing the print processing of the first print job after completion of print processing of 
a second print job according to receipt of notice which indicates resumption of the print 
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processing of the first print job and is transmitted from said second printer (processing 
of the job is restarted) (col. 9, lines 13-42). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Nakai with the teaching of Abe to 
allow a user to process subsequent print jobs due to a transmission failure to make 
efficient use of the copier. 

18. Claim 44 is rejected for the same reason as claim 42. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

19. Claims 38-40 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

20. Claims 41 and 43 are allowed. 

21 . The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: Claims 41 and 43 teach similar subject matter as the prior art of Nakai et al. 
(US 6,081 ,342) and Abe (US 6,894,792). However claims 41 and 43 are allowed for the 
reasons pointed out by the applicant's remarks (page 12, 4*^ paragraph, page 14, 3''^ 
paragraph). 

Conclusion 

22. Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 



Application/Control Number: 09/736,344 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2625 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Satwant K. Singh whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 7468. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday Sam - 
4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kimberly A. Williams can be reached on (571 ) 272-7471 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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